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PER CURIAM.

Henry A. Stiner appeal sthe District Court’ s' adversegrant of summary judgment
in hisfailure-to-hire case under the Americanswith DisabilitiesAct (ADA), 42 U.S.C.
88 12101-12213 (1994 & Supp. I11 1997), and the Age Discrimination in Employment
Act (ADEA), 29 U.S.C. 88 621-634 (1994 & Supp. |11 1997).

TheHonorableH. Franklin Waters, United States District Judgefor the Western
District of Arkansas.



Having carefully reviewed the record and the parties’ arguments, see Young v.
Warner-Jenkinson Co., 152 F.3d 1018, 1021 (8th Cir. 1998) (standard of review), we
agree with the District Court that Stiner failed to establish a primafacie case of age or
disability discrimination or of retaliation, see Fjellestad v. Pizza Hut of Am., Inc., 188
F.3d 944, 948 (8th Cir. 1999) (ADA); Schlitz v. Burlington N.R.R., 115 F.3d 1407,
1412 (8th Cir. 1997) (ADEA); Cossette v. Minnesota Power & Light, 188 F.3d 964,
972 (8th Cir. 1999) (retaliation). Weaso find Stiner’ schallengesto numerous District
Court orders meritless.

Because our review involvesthe application of established principlesof law and
an extended discussion would serve no useful purpose, we affirm without additional
comment. See 8th Cir. R. 47B.
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